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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification sliall conclude witli one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1 , 5 & 6 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "the smart card reader" in the 8'^^ line, starting at the 
fourth word. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. The 
applicant has introduced the term "smart card reader/writer" but has failed to define a 
singular acting reader. 

Claims 5 & 6 recite the limitation "said wireless mobile phone" in the 9'^^ line and 
3"^ line respectively. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
The claims prior merely introduce the term "wireless mobile device" yet fail to define the 
device as a phone. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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4. Claims 1-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Benson (US 6,747,547) in view of Chung (US 7,036,730). 

Regarding claim 1, Benson teaches a wireless mobile device adapted to access 
a wireless network comprising a subscriber identification module (SIM) card slot and a 
smart card reader writer module electrically connected to said wireless mobile device 
via said SIM card slot (Column 3, Lines 35-45; Column 5, Lines 64-67; Column 6, Lines 
3-6; Benson ) and wherein said smart card reader writer module is adapted to receive 
and read information stored in a smart card and to transmit said information to an entity 
via said wireless network (Column 1 , Lines 24-59; Benson), Benson teaches that 
through a novel smart card reader writer module connected through an existing mobile 
device's SIM slot information can be wirelessly exchanged to another network entity 
(bank, network provider etc.) via said wireless network. However Benson fails to 
explicitly teach that the smart card resides outside of the mobile device and outside of 
the smart card reader without contacting said smart card. Chung teaches that 
contactless smart cards are an option in conjunction with smart card readers and writers 
that is contactless so that the smart card would reside outside of any device or reader, 
so that it does not contact that reader or device (Column 10, Lines 58-67, Column 1 1 , 
Lines 1-6; Chung). Therefore it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
take the teaching of Benson and attempt to implement the contact smart card reader 
with that of a contactless smart card reader as taught by Chung as the outcome would 
be predictable and well known in the art and furthermore would be motivated by a 
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desire to lessen actions required by an end user of physically inserting a smart card into 
a reader. 

Regarding claim 2, Benson and Chung teach claim 1 wherein said smart card 
reader writer module is further adapted to receive information from said entity via said 
network and transmit and write said information in said contactless smart card (Column 
10, Lines 58-67, Column 11, Lines 1-6; Chung). 

Regarding claim 3, Benson and Chung teach claim 1 wherein said information is 
selected from a group consisting of cardholder identification information, card 
identification information, authentication information, smart card issuer information, 
financial institution information, digital goods, digital services and digital currency 
(Column 1 , Lines 39-49; Column 4, Lines 57-60; Benson). 

Regarding claim 4, Benson and Chung teach claim 3, wherein said digital goods 
are selected from a group consisting of electronic cash, electronic coupons, electronic 
gift certificates electronic transit tokens, music, software, movies and books (Column 1, 
Lines 39-49; Column 4, Lines 57-60; Benson). The examiner takes official notice that 
use of electronic media is painfully well known in the art. 

Regarding claim 5, Benson and Chung teach claim 1 further comprising a 
memory (Figure 4, Item 16; Benson) a CPU (Figure 4, Item 10; Benson) a SIM card 
connected to said SIM card slot (Figure 4, Item 19; Benson) said SIM card 
authenticating said wireless mobile device to said wireless network(Column 1 , Liens 50- 
53; Benson) and a first application program (Figure 4, Item 1 1 ; Column 6, Lines 3-6; 
Benson) associated with said memory and said CPU and being adapted to receive and 
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transmit instructions from said smart card reader writer module to said wireless mobile 
phone and the reverse (Column 2, Lines 56-61; Column 6, Lines 1-19; Benson). 

Regarding claim 6, Benson and Chung teach claim 5 further comprising a second 
application program associated with said memory and said CPU and being adapted to 
route and transmit data and information among said wireless mobile phone, said smart 
card reader/writer module, and other interfaces connected to said CPU (Figure 4, Item 
14; Column 6, Lines 7-10; Benson). 

Regarding claim 7, Benson and Chung teach claim 6, wherein said other 
interfaces are selected from a group consisting of smart card interfaces, infrared 
transceiver interfaces, serial communication interfaces, and magnetic stripe reader 
interfaces (Column 3, Lines 39-41; Benson). 

Regarding claim 8, Benson and Chung teach claim 6, wherein said first and 
second application programs are stored in storage selected from a group consisting of 
said CPU, said SIM card, an external SIM card, said smart card and an external card 
(Column 1, Lines 1-38; Benson). 

Regarding claim 9, Benson and Chung teach claim 1 wherein said smart card 
reader writer module further comprises an antenna for receiving and transmitting 
messages to and from said smart card without contacting said smart card (Column 1 0, 
Lines 58-67, Column 11, Lines 1-6; Chung). 

Regarding claim 10, Benson and Chung teach claim 1, wherein said wireless 
mobile device is selected from a group consisting of a mobile phone a personal digital 
assistant, a pager, a wireless laptop computer, a personal computer a television remote 
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control and combinations thereof (Column 1, Lines 9-12; Benson). Benson relates to 
communications apparatuses which obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art could be 
defined as a mobile phone a personal digital assistant, a pager, a wireless laptop 
computer, a personal computer a television remote control and combinations thereof. 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Benson and Chung teach claim 1 , wherein said wireless 
network Is selected from a group consisting of a WWAN, WLAN, private network or 
PAN. Benson discloses a wireless link which obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
could be based on network platform with expected predictable results, therefore as 
Benson teaches networks it would be obvious to try any of a WWAN, WLAN, private 
network or PAN as an acceptable network. 

Regarding claim 12, Benson and Chung teach claim 11, wherein said WWAN is 
selected from a group consisting of GSM, CDMA, CDMA 2000 and WCDMA. 
Consistent with the above logic If a WWAN were to be Implemented the protocol of 
networking In said network would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art as they 
would all provide a predictable outcome and are widely utilized in the art for expected 
results. 

Regarding claim 13, Benson and Chung teach claim 1, wherein said wireless 
mobile device Is used for making financial transactions between a user and said entity 
and paying for said financial transactions with said smart card over said network 
(Column 1 , Lines 39-49; Benson). Benson discloses bank transactions; therefore any 
well known obvious transaction could be handled by Benson, as the result is predictable 
and well known. 
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Regarding claim 14, Benson and Chung teach claim 13, wherein said financial 
transactions between said user and said entity are face to face (Column 1 , Lines 39-49; 
Benson). Benson discloses bank transactions; therefore any well known obvious 
transaction could be handled by Benson, as the result is predictable and well known. 

Regarding claim 15, Benson and Chung teach claim 13, wherein said financial 
transactions between said user and said entity are remote (Column 1 , Lines 39-49; 
Benson). Benson discloses bank transactions; therefore any well known obvious 
transaction could be handled by Benson, as the result is predictable and well known. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Regarding applicant's remarks in response to the Benson reference failing to 
teach that a smart card may be used for payment, as cited herein above, the Benson 
reference teaches connection via smartcard with a bank. Therefore the transaction 
associated, similar to that of an ATM transaction as disclosed by Benson (Column 1 , 
Lines 39-49; Column 4, Lines 57-60; Benson), would be an obvious form of payment for 
a multitude of reasons obvious to any lay person involved with a bank transaction 
(applicable ATM fees, a deposited e-check as a 'payment' to a debtor etc.). It is further 
noted that while the applicant challenges the Benson reference at failing to use the term 
'payment' the examiner wishes to draw attention to the fact that the term 'payment' is 
not explicitly claimed. 

Furthermore the rest of the applicant's arguments 'A' through 'C are rendered 
moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. 
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Conclusion 

6. Any inquiry concerning tliis communication or earlier communications from tine 
examiner sliould be directed to CHRISTIAN A. HANNON whose telephone number is 
(571)272-7385. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon. - Fri. 8:00 AM - 4:30 
PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ed Urban can be reached on (571 ) 272-7899. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/C. A. H./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2618 
April 22, 2008 

/Edward Urban/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2618 



